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This incident was related to me by Privy Councillor
Przeradski, one of Stolypin's closest assistants. He also
told me of a similar case which concerned him personally.
In 1905, a relation of his, a naval officer by the name of
Kurosh, bombarded the Finnish revolutionists who had
hoisted the red flag over the fortress of Helsingfors. The
revolutionists retaliated by killing, six years later, his seven-
teen-year-old son. The investigation was conducted with
the intention of proving that the young man had committed
suicide, although the boy was shot before the very eyes of
both Przeradski and his wife by a man who appeared at the
open window of the victim's room. To characterize the
manner in which the investigation was conducted, my in-
formant stated that in the witnesses' depositions some of
the sheets were removed and substituted by forged testi-
monies corroborating the preconceived thesis of the examin-
ing magistrate, namely, that this was a case of suicide*
When I expressed my amazement at what might be the
possible reason for these practices, Przeradski explained
that after Stolypin's attempt to resign he issued instructions
that all the political crimes should be presented as plain
murders. It was apparently the Premier's intention to show
that no terroristic acts were possible under his administra-
tion. "Why didn't you appeal/' I said, "to the Minister
of the Navy and the Minister of Justice?" Przeradski
declared that he did speak to the Minister of the Navy and
that the latter was indignant but could do nothing. As for
Shcheglovitov, he was little more than Stolypin's valet,
Przeradski said, so that it was quite useless to expect any
independent action from him.
Stolypin disregarded the regulations relating to the bud-
get, and under him the discussion of the report of the State
Comptroller by the Duma became a mere formality. But
it is Stolypin's treatment of Article 87 of the Fundamental
Laws that illustrates best how unceremoniously he violated